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Use This Space To Write Your Comments

Your input on the proposed plan for the Himco Dump Superfund site is important to U.S. EPA. Comments provided
by the public are valuable in helping U.S. EPA select a cleanup plan for the site.

You may use the space below to write your comments, then fold, stamp, and mail this page. Comments must be
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Use This Space To Write Your Comments

Your input on the proposed plan for the Himco Dump Superfund site is important to U.S. EPA. Comments provided
by the public are valuable in helping U.S. EPA select a cleanup plan for the site.

You may use the space below to write your comments, then fold, stamp, and mail this page. Comments must be
postmarked by October 29, 1992. If you have questions about the comment period, please contact Dave Novak at
(312) 886-9840 or through U.S. EPA's toll-free number: 1-800-621-8431.
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Use This Space To Write Your Comments

Your input on the proposed plan for the Himco Dump Superfund site is important to U.S. EPA. Comments provided

"by the public are valuable in helping U.S. EPA select a cleanup plan for the site.

" You may use the space below to write your comments, then fold, stamp, and mail this page. Comments must be
postmarked by October 29, 1992. If you have questions about the comment period, please contact Dave Novak at
(312) 886-9840 or through U.S. EPA's toll-free number: 1-800-621-8431.
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| ] I have no comment, but

please add me to your
mailing list for the Himco
Dump Superfund site.

name _ HARRY A DUNKER
Affiliation (f any) ARER RESIDENT
adaress 27933 COUNTY RO “T0 W
city LFLEHART

state _INDIANA zip HE51Y




Oct. 6. 1992

GERALD JOHNSON
CONSULTANT
2601 OAKLAND AVE. C210
ELKHART, IND. 46517
(219) 293-8773

Mr. Dave Novak

United States EPA
Office of Public Affairs
Region 5

77 West Jackson Blwvd.
Chicago, Il1l. 60604

Re:- Himco Dump Superfund Site
Meeting at City Council Chambers
Elkhart Municipal Bldg.

Elkhart, Indiana

Dear Sir:-

I am a Consultant doing work for THE POWER GROUP which is a
group of concerned citizens living in the Elkhart County Area
who are very concerned with the degredation pf the natural
ground water and the pollution of the air in this area.

The Himco Dump Site has been a source of great worry and concern
to the Power Group aver the past several years as they have

watched the quality of the ground water in and around the area of
this dump, as well as other dumps, pollute the natural resources.

I have gone over the EPA Recommended Cleanup Plan for the Himcp
Dump ag Elkhart, Indiana and would like to have the EPA accept the

following comments.

We feel that the Preferred Alternative Plan which the EPA titles
Alternative 4: (U.S. EPA!s Preferred Alternative fails to solve the
Leachate and ground water pollution in this area because the leachate
is not to be treated and if the plan to seal off the area as EPA
proposes there is no way for the leachate to be diluted and thus

not be a problem.

We suggest that no sealing be done to the surface of the Himco Dump
Site and instead the jgachate should be pumped out of the area and b:
treated so that all pollutants are removed and that the treated clean
leachate be returned to the site by spraying the treated clean
leachate over the surface of the Himco Dump Site so this clean
material can trickel down to its original area and in the process

can pick up the pollutants in the site and can then be repumped

out to be treated ad infanitum. This will gradually clean up the
Himco Dump Site and will not be a menace to the ground water in the
area and the entire site can be cleaned up .



-2-
This system for ~leaning up pollutedground wate- and polluted
leachate in ctr - areas of the U.S. has been d4- =2 many times k-
the EPA. If the -olluted leaschate is not remo d on a constar
basis it will gradually invade the ground water and pollute it

Would you be able to send me the following information-

1. Analysis of the leachate in this Dump Site

How much ground water is now polluted

How much leachate goes into the system each year,

Depth of the leachate

Depth of the ground water

How much leachate could be pumped out per year and be treated

as I have suggested

7. How much pollutant in the soil could be removed per year as I
have suggested ‘

auth weN

Your Recommenced Freferred Alternative also mentions the drilling of
wells to produce gas from the site and market this gas. Please

send me the following information concerning this project:

l1.Number of wells to be drilled and produced

2.The depths - the 1wells -
-The c=lze of t. . pipe to be set

4. Tn:z size of the tubing in the wells

.The pressure of the gas in the wells

.The composition of the gas

Cost of treating the gas

The price you can sell thegas for

The volumn of gas which can be produced and sold from the wells
0. The cost of operating and managing the gas wells.

O O~

Who are the RESPONSIBLE PARTIES for this Problem area?
Who is responsible for paying for cleaning up this Site?
Who will pay the costs of this clean up?

Thank you for conéidering this plan.

If I can be of any help to you please 1let me Kknow.

Sincerely

_Heatd Lrsn

Gerald ‘ohnson
Consultant



ADDENDUM

The Quarry Pond, Small Pond and Large Pond could be Cleaned
up and the water treated to clean up all pollution frm them and
then the ponds could be used to store the leachate after the
leachate had been treated and before the leachate was used
to spray over the Dump Site so it could trickel through the
contaminated soil to dissolve contaminants out of the soils on

the Dump Site.
%



®CLEAN o>

inc.

Cctoter 16, 1992

Yr. Dave Novak (PS5-19J)
Comnunity Relations Coordinator
ffice of Public Affairs

U.S. EPA, Region 5

77 W. Jackson blva.

Chicago, IL 60604

Re:iiitmco Lunp Superfund Site
Elkhart Ctounty., Indiana

bear Sir:

as the spokesperson for CLEAN, Inc., we are extremely alarmed at the
acceptance of Alternate #4 of the FS on the above Suverfund site in
Elknaart County, Indiana.

THIS IS ONLY A "BANDAID SOLUTION."

In a previous public hearing people were told that contanmination from
this site was moving toward the Bower Street wellfield which helps
supply Ellkhart City with their drin%ing water. When asked about this
at the nmneeting on Oct. 6, we were told this was not being investigated
as the well testing in the area surrounding this Superfund site had not
disclosed any unacceptable levels of comtanination. We are asking for
clarification of these statenents.

Also we question how leachate and seepage from this old dump can be
elininated by the top '"dressing" you propose when the water table in
the azea is very high and runs through the bottom of the dump and would
naturally carry whatever lies below the top dressing to the surrounding
areas. '

we also feel that since Miles now owns the property, any type of deed
restrictions, covenants, etc. for future building on the site i5 worth-
lass. Ueed restrictions can be eliminated any time in the future if

the present owners, heirs, or powers of attorney so elect to do. What
protection does this give to the people 30 years from now who unknowingly
decided to build a home or business on this site?

A prepared statement was read by a Miles' official at thie meeting
which indicated that Miles does not accept responsibility for this
contamination. Hhat protection do we taxpayers have? We are now faced
with the cost of cleaning up this ness.

It is time that laws which protect we taxpayers fton these costs are
enforced and the PRP”s involved are reyuired to pay for the damage they
have done.

We do not feel this 'is the right approach even though EPA says it is
the most economical for the money. Thirty vears from now our children

are going to say, "Why did they do this?." .o
Yours truly W/@Uéa/[

- Lorna K. Rickard, Secretarcy
D D 4™~ 2 11 L . 2 INT A ™™g & -



October 24, 1992

POWER

(Pgople Organized for Water-purity
and Environmental Responsibility)
c/o Barb Shembab

59805 Hillcrest Ave.

Elkhart, IN. 4653517

Dave Novak

Community relations Coordinator
Office of Public Affairs

U.S. EPA Region 5

77 West Jackson Boulevard
Chicago, IL 60604

Dear Mr. Novak,

As a group of concerned citizens in Elkhart County we have
several concerns about the proposed plan for the HIMCO dump site.
First what will you plan to do with the run off from the cap
proposed in alternative 47

Second, will there be continuing monitoring off site wells
and continued monitoring to guarantee no plumes are developing
off site. The proposed cap will stop horizontal infiltation, but
not viertical. This would appear to be the bigger threat as
the aguifer as stated at the meeting is running directly thru the
waste and therefore is picking up leachate.

An earlier plume was found in the Bower St. area and we
feel this should be monitored as well as other areas in the
vicinity. The St. Joseph River is 2 miles south and certainly
falls into the potentially affected area from this contamination.

Third, we still have real problems with not attempting to
collect leachate where possible since this is the main threat to
the aquifer. Why do you feel that the leachate will not move
off site in the near future? What's to stop this. The cap will
help with leachate production but this will only make the leachate
more concentrated as it is picked up from the vertical infiltration.
We are relying heavily on promise made at the public hearing that
if off site contamination is found later another remedial study etc.

will be done.

Feel some type of leachate collection should at least be
tried particularly if leachate weeps are still present in the
waste area. Earthmovers Inc. presently is retreiving leachate
from their site on CR 26. Can something similar to this procedure
be attempted? Are you assuming that the concentration moving off-
site will remain below treatable standards and on what do you base

this?



Oct. 26, 1992
GERALD JOHNSON
CONSULTANT
2601 Oakland Ave. C210
Elkhart, Ind. 46517

Mr. Dave Novak

United States EPA

Office of Public Affairs
Region 5

77 West Jackson Blvd.
Chicago, Il1l 60604

Re:- Himco Dump Superfund Site
Meeting at City Council Chambers
Elkhart Municipal Bldg.

Elkhart, Indiana

Dear Sir:-

After our telephone conversation the other day I have decided to
write you this additional comment to my Comment of Oct. 6,1992
which I sent to you.

The Preferred Alternative plan which the EPA wants to use for

covering and sealing off the the entire land fill and the contaminated
soils in the construction area would cause any rain and snow melt

to follow the SAND DRAINAGE LAYER TO THE OUTER LIMITS OF THE COVERED
AREA AND BE DUMPED ONTO THE EXPOSED SOIL OF THE UNCOVERED AREAS.

This uncovered area would act as an aquifer to carry the water

not only away from the covered area but also into the landfill.
This portion of the water that would enter the landfill would then
perculate through the landfill into leachate presently under the
landfill.

Without sealing the top of the landfill with a liner the leachate woul
continue to increase and wculd enter the groundwater. This would
negate the EFA vrogram..

Sincerely
/‘/” P4
e Ly, DAB Part Vb ¢ "ei =N
Gerald Johnson
Consultant

(219( 293-8773



VERLAND D. BLOXSON
8361 ALPINE LANE
ELKHART IN 46514

October 15, 1332

Mr. Dave Novak (PS-13J)
Ccanmunity Relatiors Couordinater
Office of Public RAffairs

U.S. EPA, Repgion 5

77 West Jackson Boulevard
Chicago, It 60604

HIMCO Dump Superfurd Site Public Commert
Dear Mr. Novak:

I atterded the recert meetirg in Elkhart regardirg the subject.
Sirce that time I have had arm opportunity to discuss the meeting
with those who atterded arnd cothers who could not atterd but whao
have knowledge of the situatiorn.

i have a personal irterest in a proper solutiom to the Himco dunp
site situation. I live less than ore wmile from the site where I
have my owri shallow well providing water for all uses ir my home.
I rwcertly had occasion toc cperi my well storage / pressure tark
arnd fourd that the irteriocr was cocated with a slimy brownish
greer: maserial. Rll of this I thoroughly cleared cut befocre I
reactivated my water system. I am fearful that the cortamirarts
that caused the conditiors I cbserved are contirmcusly presert ivn
my daily water supply. 1 irqQuired at a 3local testirg compary
abcut the cost of testirg my water. The t to test for the 87
chemicals on your list and found at the dump site would cost ne
approximately $700.00. Sirce 1 am retired on a fixed ivicome, I
carmot afford to absorb such cost. '

I am greatly concerred that the sc called EPA recommerdaticrs for
clearup is mot a clearnup in ary sense of the word. How can you
call ari obvicus cover up of the pcllution, a clearnup ?72? EPA
admits that the cortamirarts are already below the water table.
You argue that there are ric dangercus toxic levels in the off
site water tables, by today's standards. It is highly probable
that the starndards could charige at arry timp. 1 remember wher
cigarettes were considered safe. Furthermore you argue that the
ground water flow is tc the scutheast. This may be true today,

.but could charge at arry time ir the future., A large corisumer of

grourid water locatirg to the south west of the site could altee
the flow patterrs.dramatically, exposing a whole rew group of

residents to the already cortaminated water below the site. In

fact ircreased usage of the water im ary scutherly directicon
could cause the comtamirated water to flow with irncreased valume
out of the site area ard irtoc areas where cortamnireaticrn of city
water or irndividual wells wiil cccur.



I am corvinced that mmy water ard *hat of my irmedisate rneighbor =
1w this sgbdivisian 1s a&liready co-tarisated, '

It 18 gere-al public kriwliedge that Himca and mager cliernts made
use of the subject site ta dispouse of materijals that were prchib-
1ted by the Elkhart Courty Lardfill. Furthermore a majer offerdesr
was allowed to corduct tests at the site for EPA. These tests
were dorme after tark tryucks of Ffresh water were pumped dowrn ivta
the test wells to imsure that coarntamirmarts would rict be detected.
Those cortamirarts are still there ——cn site—— waiting feor the
right corditiorns to cccur to cause illress arnd death o us o
future gereraticrs. The acticrs of Himco and their clierdts durirng
the dumping period car anly be comsidered a canspiracy to dupe
tte public and the EPA ard to cover up illegal activities creat-
irg ar extreme hazard to irdividuals and the community.

The coverirng up of tte dump site as proposed by EPA is a farce
ard carrot possibly guararitee the future health of the commuriity.
It seems to wme that the EPA is a party to a sell out to the big
busiress irterests whoa wart to push the problem urider the carpet
tc avoid the cost of the only real soclution to the problem, ies
excavate all of the contaminates from the site and place them in
a suitable lardfill, approved fcr such materials. The time to do
it right §is rnow !! Orce the presert cover up is completed, there
will not be a secord charce to go back to the respormsible parties
even though the toxic conditiorns ir the ground water off site may
become itical. The mecond time arcund will beccwme an amormous
taxpayer burdsn. \

So that 1 may inforn all regatively impgcted ard irnterested
parties about this matter, this is my requgst for a list of all
namas ard addresses of all atterdees at thd October 6, 1992 ard
the July 12, 1990 weetings as permitted urtdler the Freedom Of

Informat icrf$ Act.

I trust that vnoc firal decision, regarding this matter, will be
made urtil a wore thorocugh investipatiorn is made of the real
corsequerces of this proposed soclutiori. In the long term, there
is no proper solution other than the one I have stated above.

i 3
1 would appreciate a writtern resporse to this letter along with
the names and addresses I have requested.

ﬁf%%?/

VERLQND D. BLOXSON

8i



